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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Amendment received on 04/25/2006 has been entered into record. Claims 1 and 16 are 
amended. Claims 7, 11-15 and 21 are cancelled. Claims 1-6, 8-10, 16-20 and 22-46 are currently 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, second paragraph 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph as following: 

a. Claim 27 recites*the limitation of "The network computer of claim 25 wherein the 
broadband communications There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

b. Claim 28 depends upon claim 27. 

For the purpose of applying art, claims 27-28 are read as "The network computer of claim 26 
wherein the broadband communications ..." respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, first paragraph 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the original specification and claims in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
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one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 

possession of the claimed invention. 

a. Claims 1, 8, 16, 22, 2, 34 and 37 contain claim the limitations of . . reset at least 

some of the user "... resetting at least some of the user ..." and "... at least some 

the default values ..." that are not clear and indefinite. It would require undue 

experimentation for one of ordinary skill in the networking art at the time the 

invention was made to be able to add and test all these functions inclusively rather 

than just pick a particular function for implementation. Claims 1,8, 16, 22, 2, 34 and 

37, and their depending claims 2-6, 9-10, 16-20, 22-24, 26-33, 35-36, 38-43 are thus 

rejected. For the purpose of applying art, the limitations are read instead of as . . 

reset at least one of the user ..." and ". . . at least one of the default values . . .". 

Appropriate corrections are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-10, 16, 18-20, 22-26, 28-32, 34-37 and 39-46 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rive (US 6301666 Bl), hereinafter referred as 
Rive, in view of Largman et al. (US 20020188887 Al), hereinafter referred as Largman. 
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a. Regarding to claim 1 , Rive shows a network computer system, comprising: a 
processor; a memory device coupled to the processor, the memory device containing 
an embedded operating system that is executed by the processor (Fig. 4 and 14; 
column 4, lines 4-12: operating systems, partition, hard disk, FDISK); a network 
communication circuit coupled to the processor; the network communication circuit 
being adapted to allow the processor to communicate over a computer network with 
computer resources coupled to the network (Fig. 4, 13 and 14: network interface 
device, network, internet); and a mass storage device coupled to the processor, the 
mass storage device storing user preference data and user file data that may be 
accessed by the processor (Fig. 4, 14: storage device, drive unit; column 6, lines 1-33: 
operating system software, application software, user access registry, profile, 
supporting partition; column 7, lines 47-67: user preference, configuration, user 
documents, spreadsheet). Rive does not show a user preferences reset device and a 
user file data reset device coupled to the mass storage device, the user preferences 
reset device operable to reset at least some of the user preferences when activated and 
the user file data reset device operable to reset at least some of the user file data when 
activated. 

b. Largman shows a user preferences reset device and a user file data reset device 
coupled to the mass storage device, the user preferences reset device operable to reset 
at least some of the user preferences when activated and the user file data reset device 
operable to reset at least some of the user file data when activated (paragraphs 1,21: 
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switch on and off to rest hardware and software settings, including storage device) in 
an analogous art for the purpose of computer with switchable components. 

c. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Rive's functions of providing multiple configurations 
for different user with Largman's functions of being able to repair (reset) software 
system per different user setup. 

d. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to be able to repair multi-user system per Largman's 
teaching (paragraph 2) as providing system for multiple users per Rive and 
Largman's teaching (column 1, lines 55-65). 

e. Regarding claim 2, Rive shows wherein the network communication circuit 
comprises a broadband communications device (column 8, lines 28-51: digital 
subscriber loop). 

f. Regarding claim 4, Rive shows wherein the broadband communications device 
comprises a DSL modem (column 8, lines 28-51: digital subscriber loop). 

g. Regarding claim 5, Rive shows wherein the mass storage device comprises a hard 
disk (column 3, lines 21-51: hard drive). 

h. Regarding claim 6, Rive shows wherein the hard disk comprises a user preferences 
partition and a user file data partition that store associated user preference data and 
user file data, respectively, with the data in each partition being capable of being set 
to desired values independently of the data in the other partition (Fig. 4, 14: storage 
device, drive unit; column 6, lines 1-33: operating system software, application 
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software, user access registry, profile, supporting partition; column 7, lines 47-67: 

user preference, configuration, user documents, spreadsheet), 
i. Regarding claim 8, Largman shows wherein the embedded operating system includes 

system parameters having associated default values, at least some the default values 

being adjustable, and the memory device comprises a reset device for resetting the 

system parameters to the default values (paragraph 287: setup for multiple user), 
j. Regarding claim 9, Largman shows wherein the memory device comprises a FLASH 

memory device (paragraph 34: flash ROM chip), 
k. Regarding claim 1 0, Rive shows wherein the processor comprises a microprocessor 

and associated support components, and includes a user input and a user output 

device Fig. 14: input device, cursor control device, video display. 
1. Claims 16, 18-20 and 22-24 are of the same scope as claims 1-2, 4-6 and 8-10. These 

are rejected for the same reasons as for claims 1-2, 4-6 and 8-10. 
m. Claims 25-26, 28-29 and 31-32 are of the same scope as claims 1-2, 4-6 and 8-10. 

These are rejected for the same reasons as for claims 1-2, 4-6 and 8-10. 
n. Regarding claim 30, Largman shows wherein each of the first, second, and third reset 

devices comprises a switch having an actuator that is adapted to be activated in 

response to a physical action of a user (paragraph 2: a switch, push a button, or speak 

a command). 

o. Claims 34-36 are of the same scope as claims 1-2, 6, 8 and 30. These are rejected for 
the same reasons as for claims 1-2, 6, 8 and 30. 
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p. Claims 37 and 39-43 are of the same scope as claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-10 and 30. These are 

rejected for the same reasons as for claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-10 and 30. 
q. Claims 44-46 are of the same scope as claims 1-2, 6, 8 and 30. These are rejected for 
the same reasons as for claims 1-2, 6, 8 and 30. 
Together Rive and Largman disclosed all limitations of claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-10, 16, 18-20, 22— 
26, 28-32, 34-37 and 39-46. Claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-10, 16, 18-20, 22-26, 28-32, 34-37 and 39-46 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
5. Claims 3, 17, 27, 33 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rive (US 6301666 Bl), hereinafter referred as Rive, in view of Largman et al. (US 
20020188887 Al), hereinafter referred as Largman, and Puente et al. (US 20030033606 Al) , 
hereinafter referred as Puente. 

a. Rive and Largman show claims 1-2, 16, 25-26 and 37 as above. Neither Rive nor 
Largman show (claim 3) wherein the broadband communications device comprises a 
cable modem. 

b. Puente shows wherein the broadband communications device comprises a cable 
modem (paragraphs 4 and 39: cable, internet and modem) in an analogous art for the 
purpose of streaming media publishing, 

r. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Rive's functions of providing multiple configurations 
for different user with Largman' s functions of being able to repair (reset) software 
system per different user setup and Puente 's functions of using modem to transmit 
data and video for cable operators. 
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c. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to be able to repair multi-user system per Largman's 
teaching (paragraph 2) as providing system for multiple users per Rive, Largman's 
(column 1, lines 55-65) and Puente (paragraph 2)'s teaching. 

d. Claims 17, 27 and 38 are of the same scope as claim 3. These are rejected for the 
same reasons as for claim 3. 

e. Regarding claim 33, Puente shows wherein the memory device contains a router 
program that is executed by the processor to operate the network computer in a Web- 
caching mode of operation, and the network communication circuit is adapted to 
allow the processor to communicate over a second computer network, the processor 
executing the router program to cache files on the mass storage device and provide 
users coupled to the second computer network with selected cached files responsive 
to user requests for the selected files (paragraph 10: web cache server for interest 
access). 

Together Rive, Largman and Puente disclosed all limitations of claims 3, 17, 27, 33 and 38. 
Claims 3, 17, 27, 33 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments dated 04/25/2006 with respect to pending claims have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

a. Applicant alleges that the prior art, i.e. Cheston et al. (US 20030135350 Al) is filed 
after the current application. Additional search is performed to identify more prior 
arts as used in the rejection section above and as mentioned in the remark section 
below in the current office action. 
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Remarks 

7. The following pertaining arts are discovered and not used in this office action. Office 
reserves the right to use these arts in later actions. 

a. Bruckert et al. (US 5251227 A) Targeted resets in a data processor including a trace 
memory to store transactions 

b. Falik et al. (US 6065078 A) Multi-processor element provided with hardware for 
software debugging 

c. Mancusi et al. (US 641 8481 Bl) Reconfigurable matrix switch for managing the 
physical layer of local area network 

d. Gold et al. (US 20020053044 Al) Self-repairing operating system for computer 
entities 

e. Gold (US 20020053047 Al) Managing disk drive replacements on mulitidisk 
headless appliances 
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Conclusion 



8. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. Refer to the enclosed PTO-892 for details. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peling A. Shaw whose telephone number is (571) 272-7968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William C. Vaughn can be reached on (571) 272-3922. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the statu9s of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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